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DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1 . The following is a FINAL Office Action in response to the communication 
received on 1 February 2008. Claims 1-5 and 7-24 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. The Examiner acknowledges the applicant's modification/correction and addition 
to the Specification. 

3. The Examiner withdraws the previously asserted Specification Objections based 
on the applicant's response. 

4. Applicant's Amendment has been acknowledged in that: Claim 6 has been 
cancelled: Claims 1-5 and 7-24 have been amended : hence, as such, Claims 1-5 
and 7-24 are pending within this application . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-5 and 7-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Dunn et al. (US Pat. No. 5,134,564), [hereinafter Dunn]. 
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Referring to Claim 1 : Dunn shows a method of reconciling financial transactions 
(Dunn: Abstract), comprising: receiving transaction data from a bank (Dunn: Abstract); 
storing a copy of the transaction data in a data source (Dunn: Figures 1, 2); transmitting 
the transaction data to a credit card association (Dunn: Column 2, Line 56-Column 3, 
Line 35); receiving a first statement of financial transactions generated according to a 
first set of rules from the credit card association (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn 
teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a first 
statement to be reconciled within the system//); retrieving the copy of the transaction 
data from the data source; generating a second statement of financial transactions from 
the copy of the transaction data using a second set of rules consistent with the first set 
of rules used to generate the first statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, 
Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which 
receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system//); and comparing 
the second statement of financial transactions to the first statement of financial 
transactions to identify discrepancy between the first statement of financial transactions 
and the second statement of financial transactions, the discrepancy including different 
total transaction amounts resulting from the first set of rules and second set of rules 
using different exchange rates (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50, 50-53//Dunn teaches a 
computer aided reconciliation system and method which compares both the first and 
second statement in order to identify a discrepancy between the two statements//). 

Referring to Claim 2: Dunn discloses a method, wherein the step of comparing 
the second statement of financial transactions to the first statement of financial 
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transactions includes comparing a first value from the first statement of financial 
transactions with a second value from the second statement of financial transactions to 
determine a difference between the first value and the second value (Dunn: Column 3, 
Lines 50-65; Column 6, Lines 55-60//The system of Dunn determines the difference 
between the two statements within//). 

Referring to Claim 3: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the step of comparing the 
second statement of financial transactions to the first statement of financial transactions 
further includes identifying causation of the discrepancy between the first statement of 
financial transactions and the second statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 
3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a system and 
method which identifies the reason as to why [causation] the discrepancy within the 
system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 4: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the step of identifying 
causation of the discrepancy between the first statement of financial transactions and 
the second statement of financial transactions includes evaluating a list of possible 
errors (Dunn: Column 4, Line 19-27; Column 6, Lines 63-65//The system of Dunn 
identifies possible errors which may have cause the system to create a discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 5: Dunn shows a method further including instituting 
correction action upon identifying discrepancy between the first statement of financial 
transactions and the second statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 10//Dunn teaches a system which takes 
measures in order to counteract the discrepancy caused within//). 
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Referring to Claim 7: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the second set of rules is 
compiled from the first set of rules such that the second statement of financial 
transactions simulates the first statement of financial transactions and generates similar 
results given similar data input (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-507/Dunn teaches a 
computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a secondary 
statement to be reconciled within the system, where the secondary system is consistent 
with the original - first statement (the rules governing each statement are inherent 
within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 8: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the second statement of 
financial transactions is generated by a third party service provider (Dunn: Column 3, 
Lines 41 -51 //Dunn discloses a 'third party' vendor which can generate a secondary 
statement//). 

Referring to Claim 9: Dunn shows a method, wherein the second statement of 
financial transactions is generated on a per transaction basis (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
41-607/The system of Dunn teaches that, without an original 'first statement', there could 
not be a secondary statement which are compared to be reconciled - in effect, the 
generation occurs on a per transaction basis//). 

Referring to Claim 10: Dunn discloses a method of performing account 
reconciliation of financial transactions, comprising: receiving transaction data from a first 
financial institution (Dunn: Column 2, Line 56-Column 5, Line 29); storing a copy of the 
transaction data in a data source; transmitting the transaction data to a second financial 
institution; receiving a first statement of financial transactions generated according to a 
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first set of rules from the second financial institution (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41- 
507/Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a 
first statement to be reconciled within the system//); retrieving the copy of the 
transaction data from the data source; generating a second statement of financial 
transactions from the copy of the transaction data using a second set of rules (Dunn: 
Column 3, Lines 41-507/Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and 
method which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system//); 
comparing the second statement of financial transactions to the first statement of 
financial transactions to identify discrepancy between the first statement of financial 
transactions and the second statement of financial transactions, the discrepancy being 
selected from the group consisting of differing total transaction amounts, differing 
interchange fees, differing exchange rates, differing amounts of a single transaction, 
differing transaction dates, and differing transaction merchants (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
41-50, 50-53//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which 
compares both the first and second statement in order to identify a discrepancy 
between the two//); and determining causation of the discrepancy between the first 
statement of financial transactions and the second statement of financial transactions 
(Dunn: Column 3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60-63//Dunn discusses a 
system and method which identifies the reason as to 'causation' the discrepancy within 
the system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 1 1 : Dunn teaches a method, wherein the step of comparing 
the second statement of financial transactions to the first statement of financial 
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transactions includes comparing a first value from the first statement of financial 
transactions with a second value from the second statement of financial transactions to 
determine a difference between the first value and the second value (Dunn: Column 3, 
Lines 50-65; Column 6, Lines 55-60//The system of Dunn determines the difference 
between the two statements within//). 

Referring to Claim 12: Dunn discusses a method, wherein the step of 
determining causation of the discrepancy between the first statement of financial 
transactions and the second statement of financial transactions includes evaluating a 
list of possible errors (Dunn: Column 4, Line 19-27; Column 6, Lines 63-65//The system 
of Dunn identifies possible errors which may have cause the system to create a 
discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 13: Dunn shows a method further including instituting 
correction action upon identifying discrepancy between the first statement of financial 
transactions and the second statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, Line 10//Dunn teaches a system which takes 
measures in order to counteract the discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 14: Dunn discloses a method, wherein the second set of rules 
is consistent with and compiled from the first set of rules such that the second statement 
of financial transactions simulates the first statement of financial transactions and 
generates similar results given similar data input (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn 
teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a 
secondary statement to be reconciled within the system, where the secondary system is 
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consistent with the original - first statement (the rules governing each statement are 
inherent within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 15: Dunn teaches a method, wherein the second statement of 
financial transactions is generated on a per transaction basis (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 
41-60//The system of Dunn teaches that, without an original 'first statement', there could 
not be a secondary statement which are compared to be reconciled - in effect, the 
generation occurs on a per transaction basis//). 

Referring to Claim 16: Dunn discusses a credit card processing system 
comprising a data processing center having a communication link to a bank to receive 
transaction data (Dunn: Figures); a data source for storing a copy of the transaction 
data; a communication link to a credit card association (Dunn: Abstract; Column 1, 
Lines 55-64; Column 3, Lines 25-52; Column 5, Line 55-Column 6, Line 4//The system 
of Dunn is capable of receiving transaction from various means, one of which is a credit 
card affiliate/association//) to receive a first statement of credit card transactions 
generated using a first set of rules, wherein the data processing center retrieves the 
copy of the transaction data from the data source and generates a second statement of 
credit card transactions from the copy of the transaction data using a second set of 
rules consistent with the first set of rules used to generate the first statement of credit 
card transactions and compares the second statement of credit card transactions to the 
first statement of credit card transactions to identify discrepancy between the first 
statement of credit card transactions and the second statement of credit card 
transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50, 50-53//Dunn teaches a computer aided 
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reconciliation system and method which compares both the first and second statement 
in order to identify a discrepancy between the two statements//). 

Referring to Claim 17: Dunn shows a credit card processing system, wherein the 
data processing center identifies causation of the discrepancy between the first 
statement of credit card transactions and the second statement of credit card 
transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60- 
63//Dunn discusses a system and method which identifies the reason as to why 
[causation] the discrepancy within the system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 18: Dunn discloses a credit card processing system, wherein 
the data processing center identifies the causation of the discrepancy between the first 
statement of credit card transactions and the second statement of credit card 
transactions by evaluating a list of possible errors (Dunn: Column 4, Line 19-27; Column 
6, Lines 63-65//The system of Dunn identifies possible errors which may have cause the 
system to create a discrepancy//). 

Referring to Claim 19: Dunn teaches a credit card processing system, wherein 
the data processing center recommends correction action upon identifying discrepancy 
between the first statement of credit card transactions and the second statement of 
credit card transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 51-58; Column 4, Line 43-Column 5, 
Line 10//Dunn teaches a system which takes measures in order to counteract the 
discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 20: Dunn discusses a credit card processing system, wherein 
the second set of rules is compiled from the first set of rules such that the second 
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statement of credit card transactions simulates the first statement of credit card 
transactions and generates similar results given similar data input (Dunn: Column 3, 
Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which 
receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system, where the 
secondary system is consistent with the original - first statement (the rules governing 
each statement are inherent within the system)//). 

Referring to Claim 21: Dunn shows a computer based system for reconciling 
financial transactions, comprising: means for receiving transaction data from a bank; 
means for storing a copy of the transaction data in a data source; means for transmitting 
the transaction data to a credit card association; means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, 
Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the system described supra at Claims 1 , 3, 
and 5//) receiving a first statement of financial transactions generated according to a 
first set of rules from the credit card association (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn 
teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and method which receives a first 
statement to be reconciled within the system//); means for retrieving the copy of the 
transaction data from the data source; means for generating a second statement of 
financial transactions from the copy of the transaction data using a second set of rules 
consistent with the first set of rules used to generate the first statement of financial 
transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided 
reconciliation system and method which receives a secondary statement to be 
reconciled within the system//); and means for comparing the second statement of 
financial transactions to the first statement of financial transactions to identify 
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discrepancy between the first statement of financial transactions and the second 
statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 41-50, 50-53//Dunn teaches 
a computer aided reconciliation system and method which compares both the first and 
second statement in order to identify a discrepancy between the two statements//). 

Referring to Claim 22: Dunn discloses a computer based system further including 
means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the 
system described supra at Claims 1 , 3, and 5//) identifying causation of the discrepancy 
between the first statement of financial transactions and the second statement of 
financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Line 65-Column 4, Line 12; Column 6, Lines 60- 
63//Dunn discusses a system and method which identifies the reason as to why 
[causation] the discrepancy within the system occurred//). 

Referring to Claim 23: Dunn teaches a computer based system further including 
means for (Dunn: Figure 3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a means for the 
system described supra at Claims 1, 3, and 5//) instituting correction action upon 
identifying discrepancy between the first statement of financial transactions and the 
second statement of financial transactions (Dunn: Column 3, Lines 51-58; Column 4, 
Line 43-Column 5, Line 10//Dunn teaches a system which takes measures in order to 
counteract the discrepancy caused within//). 

Referring to Claim 24: Dunn discusses a computer based system (Dunn: Figure 
3; Column 7, Lines 5-23//Here, Dunn teaches a computerized system and method for 
reconciliation//), wherein the second set of rules is compiled from the first set of rules 
such that the second statement of financial transactions simulates the first statement of 
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financial transactions and generates similar results given similar data input (Dunn: 
Column 3, Lines 41-50//Dunn teaches a computer aided reconciliation system and 
method which receives a secondary statement to be reconciled within the system, 
where the secondary system is consistent with the original - first statement (the rules 
governing each statement are inherent within the system)//). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicants arguments filed 1 February 2008 have been fully considered but are 
moot and non persuasive. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN S. FIELDS whose telephone number is 
571 .272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached MONDAY through THURSDAY 
between the hours of 8AM and 8PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, KAMBIZ ABDI can be reached at 
571 .272.6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an 
application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If 
you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access 
to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 



Benjamin S. Fields 
12 March 2008 
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